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to Make Special and Supplemental Declaration by Applicant. 
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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 

APPLICANT(S): Aaron M. Sanders 



REQUEST FOR RECONSIDERATION OF PETITION TO MAKE SPECIAL 

Mall Stop Petition 
Conamissloner of Patents 
P. O. Box 1450 

Arlington, Virginia 22313-1450 



The Petition to Make" Special has been denied on two grounds. Tlie Special 
Progranr^s Examiner states: 

The petition filed September 30. 2002 includes all of the 
requirements above except fully meeting items (A) and (C). 
With regard to both items, a problem stems from the fact that 
the applicant is claiming a method or system of doing business. 
As such, there is nothing to "manufacture". One cannot be 
obligated to manufacture in the future, or state the nature of 
the facilities to manufacture something that has no physical 
presence. Further with regard to item (A), the required 
statements as to the approximate amount of capital and the 
general nature of the facilities have not been included. 

The last issue discussed Is the most easily disposed of. MPEP 708.02 does 
not require that "statements as to the approximate amount of capital and the 
general nature of the facilities" be included. In fact, it expressly allows this 
information to be excluded by providing a simpler alternative route. It provides 
that affiant must allege under oath or declaration the Information discussed by 
the examiner "or that sufficient capital and facilities will be made 
available if a patent is granted". This allegation has been made and fully 
satisfies the requirements of MPEP 708.02. However, the enclosed Supplemental 
Declaration provides statements as to the approximate amount of capital and the 
general nature of the facilities as well. 

The other issue raised is also without merit. It presumes that business 
method claims do not involve the construction or manufacture of anything 
tangible, in fact, as demonstrated by the inventor's attached affidavit, the 
construction/manufacture of the system involved in and described by this patent 
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involves physical components and is extremely expensive. In short, it involves the 
building or retrofitting of a structure with unique features and extensive 
equipment outlays. Thus, the system is embodied in a tangible manufactured set- 
up with a physical presence. It also involves the production of physical products. 
The issue raised is, therefore, without merit. 

Respectfully submitted, 
EUGENE STEPHENS & ASSOCIATES 



Steven R. Scott, Reg. No. 32,000 
56 Windsor Street 
Rochester, New York 14605 
Phone: (585) 232-7700 
Facsimile: (585) 232-7188 
SRS:skd 

Enclosures . ^ ^ -? 
Dated: ^ 7>W/> ^^^^ 

Certificate of Facsimile Transmission 

I hereby ceitlly that this correspondence is being transmitted by facsimile to 
the Patent and TYademark Office on May 2, 2(X)3. 
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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 

APPUCANT(SJ: - Aaron M Sancte/s 
APfUi,NO: 08/640,196 



Mall Stop Pstttlon 
CommtBsfonfir of Patants 
P. 0. Box 14S0 

Arlfngton, VlrglnUi 22313-1450 

Dear Sir , 

Aaron M. GaruIdrB declares that 

1- The patent application covers a 'system* that relates to 
manufacturing color prints on hard macMnery placed Insido buildings, where such 
files are aubmftted via the web end whor© th© ©ystem routes tho fUea to the 
appropriate machinery to produce the hard copy prime on paper and other 
substrates, 

2. The wvay our system would work would require high end printing 
machinery to be InstaHed in a large building. The cost of machlneiy to be installed 
to utilized the system la about $250,000 and the cost of the facility is about 
$50,000 to set it up with networiclng and electrical cabling to enable utilization of 
the system wvhich the patent covers. These are significant resources and there 
are hundreds of such manufacturing facilities that can be embedded in large 
buildings In the U.S. The prospective manufacturer, Emente, inc.» will malce such 
tacflitlfid end/or capita/ available ff a patent is granted. 

I hereby <fodare that ai) etatements made herein 0I my own knowledge aiB 
true and that all statements made on infonnation and belief are believed to be 
true; and further that these statements were made with the icnowledge that 
willful falsa statements and the like 90 made are punishable by fine or I 
imprlBonment or both, under IS USC 1001, and that such wnifua lalse statements 
may Jeopardize &10 validity of the application or any patent issued thereon. 
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Aaron M. Sanders 
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